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Dear ‘Kr. Downie, 

I violate doctor's orders t^t 1 keep my heels higher than my heart 1 

to make you an offer I do not expect yj-u to accept and in that to make a 

record for history of the utter dishonesty of your today's corruption of 

fact about the assassination of i;±artin Luther King, Jr*, which is what youV' 

anti-Ray dishonesties are* 

--The Post is.of course entitled to give opinions in its ornmnn _ _ ,. , ., . , „> 1 -ftlhpse urfura.'is 
section and ic is even entitled to restrict tfyose it uses-wgo-aa?r partisans 

with pasts to obscure but it is not entitled to publish Overt lies as fact. 

I was, as the Post knows, no^only the author of the first book on the case 

buljthereafter I was Ray’s- investigator. I did the investigating for the suc¬ 

cessful habeas corpus petition and 1 did the investigation thereafter for the 

two weeks of evidentiary hearing in federal district cc$rt in Memphis. Paul 

Valentine covered them for the Post. After that filled a number of $30IA lawsuits, 

aj again the Post knows, and from them got a great volume of the FBI’s records 

that for lack of a better description can be said to have been ou^ffhe ■‘ting 

assassination. |ln fact it never did investigate that crime, as its own records 

state. -*-t assumed Ray’s guilt and sought only to give that presumption credibility 

>s never had and still does not have despite your loyal dedication to (jjwell today. 

Hy offer is for any reporter or combination of reporters of your choice to 

interview me on what you published today, with my having the opportunity to 

oxier cosmnpts on what I am not asked about, that their questioning be tape 

reforded and i/^at ~ be given a copy of the recording and any teanscript made. 

It is a lie for Billings to say that Ray lias had hi£ day in cqlfrtjP % 

certainly did not have it before the committee for which billings worked. I 

nad some ^ealingjjljithx it. t began with the overt intention to support what 

the FBI had concluded about both\nsassinations. This was so unhidden that on 

my first acceptance of Richard Sprague’s invitation to speak to him aftdr he 

was appoited the House assassins’ chief counsel I told him to his face what was 

going to happen to him 1^- he continued as I could see he was going. When it did 

happen, Ken Erooten, a pLorida lawyer on the staff, phoned me to tell me that 

I was/terlin remembering the future. 

That commiffcee was so determined to ignore all that did not suggest Ray’s 

guilt had to coerce It into borrowing the transcripts of that evidentiary 



hearing - only to have then ignore all that evidence tested as evidence is 

tested in federal eba&stt"courts. 

-or Billings to dismiss tint preceding as he does, in less than a sentence 

i$ neithe^jhonest nor fair. 

fell to '■'im^esar, junior of Hay'Ji counsel, and to me prepare the 

case for the hearing witj^ chejif counsel abroajgj. We divided it up with ^esar to 

take tiie law and i the fact, the evidence. With Percy Foreman* the// the cpuntry&s 

most fahous criminal lawyer, ■uay's then counsel, I faced the pr©blem of ng 

the case that Say did not have the effective assistance of counsel as well as 

of his plea not being voluntary. 

]Al^the-evidenee-inr-the-nount'reeord-on-d:he|tatter~p)oint"aiS'd±arlrl]tiS' 

was not yoluntary-that Foreman cperced it. /-fWvjmh 
£tl"M *! t j ! 

I On the former I decided that the only way to .prrove that Foreman did not 
%(/ -df 

render "effective assistance of counsel" was in effect to try to allaged 

against &ay. I did get and produce those witnesses and that, evidence. As 

B'tilings does n^J; say^mueh space as yg?u gave^Thim, th^^l^actually held 

that guilt or innocence were immaterial to what was before him!!! laterally 

that c^was true because the actual ^issues are stated above* The judge merely 

did as judges can do, decided agains^the weight of the actual evidence. 

1 dcjnot use tiiej/oril "lie" (Rightly and jdas fair and 

accurate* Billings lies in his second sentence in saying that Foreman 

"reviewed the evidence" against hay. jje did not even look at it! Remember,. 

I have, as doe^^esareho is pnysicalltj closer to you, the records we got on 

disc over v\ and i^man had no interest at all, from the records we got from his 

cocpunsei, the public defender, in the FBI’s cgjle records* I got them but 

l did not] The records ~ have reflect not the slightest Foreman in¬ 

terest in them! 

If he had had any such interest, as ■^nstlJJillings would have been compelled 

to say if he had, he wpuld have known that the FBI lacked a witness it dared 

pit on the stand tcTfliv’ placed Eay in I|empl£}i.s!!!! 

If killings h$d e*e- even glanced at the sworn testimony of that evi¬ 

dentiary hearing- he would have seen that the package with the rifle in it 

was dropped when that would not have been possible for Hay had. he been in 

that flophouse. 

The evidence we put on, end this h^^rdl^-indicates the extent of it, was 

hot refuted. fg> this day it has not been,including' by Bip.lings’ committee. 

(What it did do was remove^, the FBI identification what he refers to, 

these 



Atdant^ laundry receipts, to lri.de the fact that I had already placed them in 

the public domain in Civil Action 75-1996. ' / & J ^ flv cyt^ M/&) Us 

Billing says that "The FBI's fugitive investigation (which is what the 

FBI says it was, not a murder investigation) was efficient and proper.” 

could not have gone over those records and have tliat belief. The FBI was 

never close to -ay and it even refused to do what could have been helpful 

in catching him. That was done as the result of what Canadian officials did 

after the FBI refused to make that request. 

Bussell Byers, part of Billings’ fictionsr and Eaymoimh|rtis, whoiras a 

m^fior character in George iicMillan's apology for a work of nonfiction, were 

- f^Sfthe . 50-75 criEmiafeeithtr facing p0o.secution^r . already rin .jail vho-Eade _ _ 

those kindijof stories up 5m the hoi® of what Byers got,, a break from his lies,: 

lies of value to officialdom. Curtis was even mor^oi/a joke, as the disclosed , 

, v \FB} rBC0Z'ds 1 mule pubjic domain leave without any question at all/hi^/0 '? 
M ivHl KA5 ■VH'vL T,? M . ,, 0JU£t% * ' 

Ijts. i-icilxllan rs wrong in stating tliat ^ay robbed the Fulham banlc in 

London and got BP40 from it. c^e of two who got that and divided it. 

in half. But all you publish on day and money is fiction* Ccmmo# sense shnnjfl 

tell you as it would have told the committee that if %y had gotten that 

supposed 85Qff000 for the gob he’d never have been caught. % got to Portugal 

(with mone^ he got from robbing a Canada whorehouse ^ with Si 00 less than 

J>oat passage to then Rhodesia would heve cost. There was then no extradiction 

treaty and he'd have been free. , f- 

Billings is wrong in saying that John Ilay^t/with James and Jerry ih 

Chicago, deny was alone then, ^ohimand ^imiay never did get along very well. 

They were not close.^ ^ iA/^nw VIA fu Qk\C P - 

n such supposed evidence as ^ that "a pzs&s positive ballistics match 

could not be made between the bullet (sic) removed from King's body and” the 

supposed rifle used to ld.ll him Billings again is not faithful to the record, 

ihe Inever] even test-fired tjjat rifle! jEfc test-fired one it '&& knew could not 

ha ye oeen fared and a number of others- and 1 have those records - but not that 

riile. Insjjwad it liad its Robert Fc^pzier of the Lab so much now complained about 

execute an affidavit to get ’"ay extradited from England (in open violqtiong of 

that extradition treaty) in wnich Eraser attested "I could draw no conclusion 

as it whether the submitted bullet was fired from the submitted rifle.” I 

piurinsred this in facsimile in 1971. I got it in the records I had to sue to get 

that were used by our- government publicly in England- and found they were 

classified ''secret" when they were,under court order,produced. But as Bay’s 

investigator £ took a recognized and respected expert to tj^e clerk of the 



court'S office to examine the remnant of bullet removed from It 3 body. He 

used Iris microscope and took pOcifures and testified then and there that if 

he were given tint remnant of bullet he had examined and that rifle and permitted 

to test-fire that rifle to onbtain specimens he had found enough marks of 

(distinction on that remnant oi'J}ullet to becpble to testify unequivocally 

that it had or had not been fired from tjjat rifle. Hie testimony was not 

refuted or rebutted. Hor was his testimony about other ^alleged evidence v,|uch 

as the mark the rifle supposedly: made on that bathroom windowsill* % as&s 

it could not hv.ve come from that rifle and again was not refuted or rebutted* 

In if the shooting had been as alleged, with the mSLse-I, of that 

that-mar^^ .the■sheeter-aafl part -«£-the.-rifle- 

Ujould have had. to^have been inside the bathroom wall I , 

It is 1 think one of the great tragedies ofl our time that the major media 

^ has been in uncritical support of the government's palpably.false 

accounts of both the JFK and King assassinatf ons Jtaher than meeting the 

traditional obligation of trying to inform the people fully and honestly 0^ 

so that representative society can^ work* 

Popular lack of confidence in the major media is justified, as the 

<V | 
foregoing indictes to a slight degree. 

Sincerely, 

, Harold Heisbsrg 

I‘m sorry my typing car^t be any better* In addition to this netf /ailment 

I've survived quite a few others and am almost 84. 

I wi&h I were up tg> as much as 1 cou].d add to tidej/Like the record Foreman 

liad o| putting clients away. I have two cases of tint. & he flew to hew York for 

some free publicity before the bar could advertise, in I think 1971, for a TV^jy 

J how and he fled with the makeup partly applied when the makeup man told him he 

’would be confronting me. J"t happened so fast the highlight in the HI Times 

could not be eliminated before the paper wenf'to press. And ask, I suggest, ^ 

Jim Hesar to tell you what kind of conniption Foreman threw when he just thought 

ox my name...Despite what Hillings sa.ysm that was a time when there was no chance 

■ cf Hay being electrocuted. The fa<5jf is that the judge had told Pay he could not 

change lawyers and hay -had no option other than to agree to the plea and then 

fire Soreman, ^hich is what he did.And he wrote the judge cm soon as he was 

out of Wphis. The. judge died ox a heart attack while writing out an order for 

thsj$- y/ew" triaijjjf, Qgite a story there and I have it on tape. He died while 

a prosecutor was arguing against that order ^ ^ jq j 0>£ 


